3rd Dist.
C036553

S045078

S055652

S102652

a7
SUPREME COURT MINUTES
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Michael Meraz, Plaintiff and Appellant
V.
City of Sacramento Civil Service Board, Defendant and Respondent
The time for granting review on the court’s own motion is hereby
extended to and including February 4, 2002. (Cal. Rules of Court,
rule 28(a)(1).)

People, Respondent

V.
Royal Clark, Appellant

Good cause appearing, and based upon counsel Melissa Hill’s
representation that he anticipates filing the appellant’ s opening brief
by October 1, 2002, counsel’ s request for an extension of timein
which to file that brief is granted to March 1, 2002. After that date,
only four further extensions totaling 210 additional days are
contemplated.

People, Respondent

V.
Freddie Fuiava, Appellant

On application of appellant and good cause appearing, it is
ordered that the time to serve and file appellant’ s opening brief is
extended to and including March 11, 2002.

In re Robert Clarence Taylor

on
Habeas Corpus

On application of petitioner and good cause appearing, it is
ordered that the time to serve and file petitioner’ s opposition to
respondent’ s motion to dismiss petition for writ of habeas corpusis
granted to and including January 10, 2002.
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Bar
Misc.
4186

S100797

S101368

S101370

In the Matter of the Application of the Committee of Bar Examiners
of the State of Californiafor Admission of Attorneys

The written motion of the Committee of Bar Examiners that the
following named applicants, who have fulfilled the requirements for
admission to practice law in the State of California, be admitted to
the practice of law in this state is hereby granted, with permission to
the applicants to take the oath before a competent officer at another
time and place:

(LIST OF NAMES ATTACHED TO ORIGINAL ORDER)

In re Peter A. LeWine on Discipline

The disbarment recommendation of Peter A. LeWine having
been accepted in S101748 (State Bar Court Case No. 00-O-11786),
the above-entitled matter is hereby dismissed.

In re Brian Victor William Pogue on Discipline

It is hereby ordered that Brian Victor William Pogue, State Bar
No. 118157, be disbarred from the practice of law and that his name
be stricken from the roll of attorneys. Respondent is also ordered to
comply with rule 955 of the California Rules of Court, and to
perform the acts specified in subdivisions (a) and (c) of that rule
within 30 and 40 days, respectively, after the date this order is
effective* Costs are awarded to the State Bar.
*(See Bus. and Prof. Code, § 6126, subd. (c).)

In re George Charles Robison on Discipline

It is ordered that George Charles Robison, State Bar No.
56043, be suspended from the practice of law for 60 days, that
execution of the suspension be stayed, and that he be placed on
probation for one year subject to the conditions of probation
recommended by the Hearing Department of the State Bar Court in
its order approving stipulation filed on April 16, 2001. It is further
ordered that he take and pass the Multistate Professional
Responsibility Examination within one year after the effective date
of thisorder. (See Segretti v. State Bar (1976) 15 Cal.3d 878, 891,
fn. 8.) Costs are awarded to the State Bar in accordance with
Business & Professions Code section 6086.10 and payablein
accordance with Business & Professions Code section 6140.7.
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S101662

S101748

In re Harry Delbert Welker on Discipline

It is ordered that Harry Delbert Welker, State Bar No. 156867,
be suspended from the practice of law for three years and until he
provides proof satisfactory to the State Bar Court of his
rehabilitation, fitness to practice and present learning and ability in
the general law pursuant to standard 1.4(c)(ii), Standards for
Attorney Sanctions for Professional Misconduct, that execution of
the suspension be stayed, and that he be placed on probation for four
years on condition that he be actually suspended for 18 months.
Respondent is further ordered to comply with the other conditions of
probation recommended by the Hearing Department of the State Bar
Court in its order approving stipulation filed on September 4, 2001.
It is also ordered that respondent take and pass the Multistate
Professional Responsibility Examination during the period of his
actual suspension. (See Segretti v. State Bar (1976) 15 Cal.3d 878,
891, fn. 8.) Respondent is further ordered to comply with rule 955
of the California Rules of Court, and perform the acts specified in
subdivisions (@) and (c) of that rule within 30 and 40 calendar days,
respectively, after the effective date of this order.* Costs are
awarded to the State Bar in accordance with Business & Professions
Code section 6086.10 and payable in accordance with Business &
Professions Code section 6140.7.
*(See Bus. and Prof. Code, § 6126, subd. (c).)

In re Peter A. Lewine on Discipline

It is hereby ordered that Peter A. Lewine, State Bar No. 53983,
be disbarred from the practice of law and that his name be stricken
from theroll of attorneys. Costs are awarded to the State Bar.



SAN FRANCISCO January 4, 2002 50

SUPREME COURT CALENDAR
SACRAMENTO SESSION
FEBRUARY 5, and 6, 2002

The following cases are placed upon the calendar of the Supreme Court for
hearing at its courtroom in the Library and Courts Building, Sacramento,
California, on February 5 and 6, 2002.

TUESDAY, FEBRUARY 5, 2002 - 2:00 P.M.

S091547 Great Western Shows v. County of Los Angeles
S091549 Nordyke v. King
S096349 People v. Willis

WEDNESDAY, FEBRUARY 6, 2002 —9:00 A.M.

S102527 People v. Superior Court, County of Marin; Ghilotti
087859 Kasky v. Nike Inc.
S076868 Haas v. County of San Bernardino

1:30 P.M.

S085594 Flanagan v. Flanagan

S092653 Peoplev. Loyd

S097450 Hambarian v. Superior Court, County of Orange;
People

GEORGE
Chief Justice

If exhibits are to be transmitted to this court, counsel must comply with
Rule 10(d), California Rules of Court.



